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Dear Editors,

Thank you for your letter and for the reviewers’ comments concerning our manuscript entitled ‘PSAMMOMA BODIES AS SIGNS OF CHOROID PLEXUS AGEING – A MORPHOMETRIC ANALYSIS’’. Those comments are very helpful for revising and improving our paper. We have studied the comments carefully and have made corrections which we hope will meet your requirements. The main corrections in the paper and the responses to the reviewer’s comments are as the following:

Reply to EDITOR
As suggested by the reviewers, all the changes have been made, which can be clearly seen in the manuscript.
Key words were changed, due to your suggestion and according to MESH thesaurus, both in the manuscript and in the system. Am I allowed to insert key words that are not in MESH (the most important ones, psammoma bodies and morphometry, are not in the list)?
Reviewer A suggested adding one new reference (No 23). I have added it to the manuscript, but I am not sure if I should change the references in the system metadata.

Reply to REVIEWER A
Abstract, line 15 (and in the rest of the document): Throughout whole manuscript the term “spatial density” has been changed with “surface density”, as suggested by the reviewer.
Abstract, lines 16-20: The whole sentence was changed in order to be more understandable. Unlike in the previous sentence, the relations between psammoma bodies perimeter and Feret’s diameter, and choroid plexus spatial density, are not age-related.
Abstract, line 22: The phrase “blood vessels density” has been replaced with “volume density of the blood vessels”.
Abstract, line 27 (and in the rest of the document): The phrase “physiological functioning” has been changed to “physiology”.
Abstract, conclusion (and the conclusion of the manuscript): The whole conclusion was rephrased, clearly stating the parameters of psammoma bodies changing with age.
Serbian abstract: Changes were made according to those in English abstract.
Introduction: The aim of the study was changed according to the reviewers suggestion.
Material and methods: we have added the more detailed description of the morphometric method and the stereological grid used. One new reference has been added. Statistical method was described more precisely.
Results: The results section was divided into subsections, as suggested. Scale bars were added to the Figure 1.
English has been improved in the revised manuscript.
Reply to REVIEWER B
We thank the reviewer B for reading our manuscript. There were no comments and suggestions by this reviewer.

Again, we thank the Reviewers and Editor for these valuable suggestions.

Sincerely,
Dr. Vladimir Zivkovic
Department of Anatomy, University of Nis Faculty of Medicine
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